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unless we suffer the wall to extend beyond the
alleged site of the Holy Sepulchre, we shall not allow
room enough for the lower city, which in our Saviour's
time was extensive and populous. And, lastly, there
are certain circumstances in the ground which inter-
fere with the supposition of a narrower circuit; and
there are some large hewn stones far to the north,
near the gate of Damascus, which, being masonry
probably of an age long anterior to that of our Lord,
cannot belong to the third, and therefore are probably
a part of the second wall.

175. Now, of these arguments it is obvious that
not much stress can be laid upon the last The
ground on which Jerusalem stands has gone through
many alterations at various times: valleys have been
filled up, summits have been levelled. If the surface
was so much changed that Helena could not at once
find the Holy Sepulchre, surely its changes are great
enough to hinder a modern traveller from deter-
mining, by its present appearance, the course of the
second wall. Nor does it follow, though the ruins at
the Damascus gate are as early as the date of the
Jewish Kings, as this writer implies, that therefore
they belong to the second wall, for he does not prove
that the second wall existed so early as that time, as
will be noticed presently; and they may be remains
of some other ancient work, even if it did.

176, Nor surely is it any great objection that the